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The Houston District of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) is conducting a Major Corridor 
Feasibility Study (MCFS) for an approximate 47-mile segment of SH 35, located in Harris and Brazoria 
Counties, from IH 45 in downtown Houston to SH 288 in the City of Angleton. Cities and communities along 
the corridor include Houston, Brookside Village, Pearland, Friendswood, Manvel, Alvin, and Angleton. 

The purpose of this report is to document the input received during the project’s third series of public meetings 
held on August 16-17, 2005.  

MEETING PURPOSE 
The third series of public meetings was held in two different locations along the corridor to provide ample 
opportunity for interested citizens to attend. The meeting time for each of these locations was 5:30-7:30 p.m. 

 Tuesday, August 16, 2005, Marriott Houston — Hobby Airport, 9100 Gulf Freeway, Houston 

 Wednesday, August 17, 2005, Nolan Ryan Center, 2925 South Bypass 35, Alvin 

The purpose of these meetings was to present and discuss the most feasible alternative being considered for the 
SH 35 corridor — the Hybrid Corridor. This alternative was selected for its ability to most successfully meet 
the study goals listed below. 

• Improve north-south mobility along the corridor 
• Provide a multi-modal transportation system 
• Improve transportation infrastructure 
• Preserve and enhance social/community and economic viability 
• Protect the natural environment 
• Improve safety for the traveling public 

 
Additionally, this series of public meetings served as an opportunity to gather input for the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) that TxDOT is currently preparing for the segment of SH 35 from Bellfort Road in 
Harris County to FM 1462 in Brazoria County. 

ATTENDANCE 
Approximately 383 people attended the public meetings: 

 Houston — 168 citizens, 5 elected officials, and 2 city/agency representatives 

 Alvin — 191 citizens, 10 elected officials, 2 city/agency representatives, and 5 members of the media
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MEETING FORMAT 
Both meetings were conducted in an “open house” format and consisted of various exhibits including a 
network map displaying the possible viable alternatives, text informational boards, and large-scale aerial maps. 
Meeting attendees were invited to review the information at their leisure. TxDOT and consultant team 
members were available to answer questions and discuss concerns. Attendees were provided a comment form 
and encouraged to fill it out and turn it in at the meeting or submit their comments to TxDOT by mail. 

PUBLIC INPUT SUMMARY 
A total of 114 written questionnaires were received —22 from attendees to the meeting in Houston, 21 from 
Alvin meeting attendees, and 71 mailed to TxDOT. The following summarizes the responses: 

Preference of Alternative 
 
Total number of comment forms ........................................................................................................... 114 
 
Zip codes 

77511 ................................................................................................................... 44 
77581 (Pearland).................................................................................................. 22 
77584 ................................................................................................................... 14 
Unsigned .............................................................................................................. 12 
77087 ..................................................................................................................... 5 
77581 (Brookside Village)..................................................................................... 5 
77061 ..................................................................................................................... 3 
77515 ..................................................................................................................... 2 
77017 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77032 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77034 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77205 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77223 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77546 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77588 ..................................................................................................................... 1 

 
Overall Alternative Preference 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa).............................................................................................................................. 19 
Alternative 2 (MLK) ..................................................................................................................................... 0 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid)................................................................................................................................... 2 

 
Against Alternative 3 (Hybrid) ................................................................................................................... 17 
Against Alternative 1 (Mykawa) .................................................................................................................. 1 
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Prefer improvements to SH 288 instead ....................................................................................................... 6 
Commuter rail, no toll road........................................................................................................................... 2 
Increase lanes on Mykawa Road, no toll road .............................................................................................. 1 
 
Project not necessary................................................................................................................................... 13 

 
No preference stated ................................................................................................................................... 53 
 

Alternative Breakdown by Area 
 
Alvin 
 
Number of comment forms ...................................................................................................................... 44 
 
Zip codes 

77511 ................................................................................................................... 44 
 
Alternative Preference 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa)................................................................................................................................ 6 
Alternative 2 (MLK) ..................................................................................................................................... 0 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid)................................................................................................................................... 0 

 
Project not necessary..................................................................................................................................... 2 
 
No preference stated ................................................................................................................................... 36 
 
Brookside Village 
 
Number of comment forms ........................................................................................................................ 5 
 
Zip codes 

77581 ..................................................................................................................... 5 
 
Alternative Preference 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa)................................................................................................................................ 2 
Alternative 2 (MLK) ..................................................................................................................................... 0 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid)................................................................................................................................... 0 
 
Prefer improvements to SH 288 instead ....................................................................................................... 1 
 
Project not necessary..................................................................................................................................... 2 

 
Houston 
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Number of comment forms ...................................................................................................................... 13 
 
Zip codes 

77017 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77032 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77034 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77061 ..................................................................................................................... 3 
77087 ..................................................................................................................... 5 
77205 ..................................................................................................................... 1 
77223 ..................................................................................................................... 1 

 
Alternative Preference 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa)................................................................................................................................ 1 
Alternative 2 (MLK) ..................................................................................................................................... 0 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid)................................................................................................................................... 2 

 
Prefer improvements to SH 288 instead ....................................................................................................... 2 
Increase lanes on Mykawa Road, no toll road .............................................................................................. 1 
Commuter rail, no toll road........................................................................................................................... 1 
 
Project not necessary..................................................................................................................................... 2 
 
No preference stated ..................................................................................................................................... 4 
 
Pearland 
 
Number of comment forms ...................................................................................................................... 37 
 
Zip codes 

77581 ................................................................................................................... 22 
77584 ................................................................................................................... 14 
77588 ..................................................................................................................... 1 

 
Alternative Preference 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa)................................................................................................................................ 9 
Alternative 2 (MLK) ..................................................................................................................................... 0 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid)................................................................................................................................... 0 
 
Against Alternative 3 (Hybrid) ................................................................................................................... 17 
Against Alternative 1 (Mykawa) .................................................................................................................. 1 

 
Prefer improvements to SH 288 instead ....................................................................................................... 3 
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Project not necessary..................................................................................................................................... 5 
 
No preference stated ..................................................................................................................................... 2 
 
Other 
 
Number of comment forms ...................................................................................................................... 15 
 
Zip codes 

77515 (Angleton)................................................................................................... 2 
77546 (Friendswood)............................................................................................. 1 
Unsigned .............................................................................................................. 12 

 
Alternative Preference 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa)................................................................................................................................ 1 
Alternative 2 (MLK) ..................................................................................................................................... 0 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid)................................................................................................................................... 0 

 
Commuter rail, no toll road........................................................................................................................... 1 
 
Project not necessary..................................................................................................................................... 2 
 
No preference stated ................................................................................................................................... 11 

 
General Comments 
*Note: exact verbatim comments on 3 items appeared on 29 responses from Alvin. Those items are asterisked. 

Ability to Improve North-South Mobility 
 
Pros 
 We need this new way of transportation 
 It will improve mobility in both Pearland and Alvin 
 Good sites for access are CR 1128, FM 518, and CR 101 
 Understand need to expand SH 35 to expedite N/S traffic 
 A toll toad between Alvin and Pearland — good alternative to ease traffic on SH 35 at CR 133 

 
Cons 
 Hybrid corridor is as much an E/W route as a N/S route 
 Hinders N/S mobility by making the sweeping route through Pearland, Brookside Village area 
 How does zigzagging E/W then N/S expedite getting from point A to B? 
 Don’t see a problem, just see more taxes 
 Benefit too far in the future — calculate time and fuel lost during construction vs. time saved by future 

traffic 
 More concrete will cause our area to be washed away 



Meeting Summary 
Round 3 Public Meetings, August 16-17, 2005 

SH 35 Major Corridor Feasibility Study 6

 Poorly designed 
 Will divide Pearland 
 Totally disrupt new/old schools 
 New route would add an additional 6 miles to the route 
 New route will slow traffic on BW 8 and increase accident risk 
 Toll road down Stone Road not improve N/S mobility 
 Object to Alvin Bypass that takes FM 1128 down Stone Road 
 Will cause bottlenecks at both Mykawa and Stone Road 
 Against toll road along FM 1128 
 Mobility must be weighed against danger of bringing high-speed traffic, chemicals, etc. through cities 
 Does not truly achieve tie-in to Mykawa access way 
 Bringing more traffic through populated areas will only further congest areas such as FM 518 
 Proposed section from BW 8 to Alvin is detour 
 BW 8 connect does not connect N/S with Mykawa and Pearland/Alvin areas 
 City of Brookside Village believes the Hybrid is not the most direct route 
 Pearland City Council options ignored 

 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa) 
 Alternative 1 is much more direct route 
 Alternative 1 seems the least invasive 
 Traffic analysis presented at Steering Committee showed Mykawa route would carry more traffic — 

Mykawa route would provide the most mobility benefit to the area 
 Mykawa alternative provides better N/S continuous mobility 
 Mykawa is better route from BW 8 to Alvin 
 Better mobility on Mykawa to Pearland, 288 
 More vacant areas on Mykawa 
 Alternative 1 most direct and best possibility of enhancing “old townsite” of Pearland 

 
Existing ROW 
 Why hasn’t the “Alvin Freeway” been completed? 
 Use existing SH 35 from Alvin to IH 45, less expensive 
 Use SH 35 from IH 610 to Pearland 
 A simple widening of SH 35 is what we need 
 Never seen excessive traffic on SH 35 
 Why not utilize the existing rail? 
 Use existing roadways, not new corridor 

 
Suggestions 
 Expand SH 288 and add elevated section 
 N/S mobility would be better improved by widening SH 288 
 Why pay to get on Beltway if I can travel 288 for free? 
 Favor CR 144 to CR 98 to SH 288 
 Take SH 35 to SH 288 and bypass homes 
 Expand/improve E/W roadways such as FM 518, extend FM 1128 to BW 8, and improve Mykawa instead 

of new roadway 
 Pearland Parkway is already a planned route 
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Ability to Provide a Multi-Modal Transportation System 
 
Pros 
 Greatest good for the corridor would be adding commuter rail and Park and Ride lots 
 Bus, rail are a very good idea 
 Need commuter rail from Alvin to TMC, downtown and other major areas where people commute 
 Badly need public transportation as Brazoria County continues to grow 
 Rail good, but where is the funding? 
 More Park and Ride lots on SH 35 
 Much of the ROW is already in place, would cost less in total construction 
 Commuter rail down the existing BNSF railroad would best achieve the goal 

 
Cons 
 We already have ample Parks and Rides 
 Splitting different modes apart will negatively affect more people in more areas 
 Not in favor of light rail down Telephone Road 
 Pearland to west of Brookside Village creates traffic congestion on BW 8 
 Overkill and ill-advised 
 What is the point of going from Alvin to UH downtown? 
 Do not see ability to sustain long term public transit use 
 Buses and commuter rail will only bring more traffic 
 Difficult to access commuter rail and parking lots with Hybrid option 
 Public transportation will incur parking problem 
 People between BW 8 and FM 518 are less concerned with traffic and more concerned about homes 
 SH 288 corridor provides necessary services 
 Least amount of people to use public transit with Hybrid option 
 Plan too heavily focused on automobiles 
 Plan does not appear to lend itself to future transit system access 

 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa) 
 Commuter rail would work best with Alternative 1 
 Alternative 1 would better serve multi-modal transit options 

 
Suggestions 
 When are you going to add bike lanes and sidewalks in Alvin? 
 Study the Dallas’ rail system 
 Buses with traffic light control would be cheaper 
 Only adding to congestion unless you implement modes that do not use roadways (such as rail) 
 Corridor should connect Hobby Airport via Airport Boulevard 
 Commuter rail should connect with light rail downtown and Hobby Airport 
 Commuter rail and buses could be developed without the toll road 
 Park and Rides and express buses are best option 
 Commuter rail down center of SH 288 or IH 45 
 Put down middle of SH 35, not Stone Road 
 Put toll and commuter rail down SH 288 to avoid impacts 
 What happened to the money for the “Alvin Freeway?” 
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Ability to Improve Transportation Infrastructure 
Pros 
 Tremendous improvement and provided solid foundation for our future needs 
 We have gridlock now. This opens up our options 
 Route benefits Pearland by taking trucks out 
 Good idea 

 
Cons 
 I don’t see a problem 
 When this alternative is completed, we will have the same roads 
 How can you plan SH 35 improvements without knowing for sure where the Grand Parkway will go? 
 Would make local traffic worse around Alvin 
 Proposed route between Alvin Bypass and BW 8 will only make matters worse 
 Why are we suddenly bombarded by toll roads? 
 Toll road does not improve transportation 
 Insufficient details 
 Threatens general infrastructure of the area 
 May create traffic and logistical nightmare for residents 
 If purpose is to improve mobility for evacuations, plan misses the mark 
 Would only help N/S mobility, not E/W 
 Would help southern Brazoria County more than northern Brazoria County 
 Will act as a barrier for E/W community-type traffic 
 Alvin route should be straighter 
 It will make E/W traffic in and out of Alvin more difficult unless all existing crossovers remain accessible 
 Toll road down Stone Road would not improve anything 
 Toll roads split communities 
 Don’t let politicians put road where they own land 
 Somewhere there must be less destructive routes 
 Residents of Pearland would not use toll road to downtown as they work in TMC and south on US 59 

 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa) 
 Alternative 1 splits the distance between IH 45 and SH 288 

 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid) 
 Alternative 3 does not give close proximity relief to residents between Pearland and Friendswood 
 Alternative 3 has road changes that could lead to bottlenecks 
 Hybrid option does not improve traffic through N/S corridor of SH 35/Telephone Road 
 Hybrid option will have major negative impact 
 Proposed Hybrid route has too many turns 
 Plan is basically improving far southern access, unsuccessfully attempts to tie in the northern portion 
 Hybrid would tie up traffic on BW 8 
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Existing ROW 
 Since the start/end point of proposed route is at/near SH 288 and that corridor has not been fully exploited, 

why purchase additional ROW? 
 Alvin Bypass should not be a toll road 
 Expand SH 35 into freeway system between Pearland and Alvin 
 Just improve existing roads 

 
Suggestions 
 Improve the Bypass as originally planned and put toll road elsewhere 
 What about IH 69 or SH 99? Will they be toll? 
 Build road in open areas where less families would be affected 
 Five-lane portion of SH 35 in front of my home (21083 SH 35N @ CR 133) — this should be all the way 

instead of just adding two extra lanes 
 Biggest problem is existing roadways are in need of maintenance/improvements 
 Proposed route should continue on to IH 610  
 Improving SH 288 would better improve the infrastructure of this area 
 Include feeder road access in new development plans 
 Commuter rail with Park and Ride would best improve infrastructure 
 E/W traffic needs to be considered 
 Having a straight shot from Houston to Angleton will increase toll road usage 

 

Ability to Preserve and Enhance Social/Community and Economic Viability 
Pros 
 By alleviating traffic, you make area more livable and enjoyable for everyone 
 Will bring a terrific boom to Brazoria County 
 Will give people the ability to move 
 Sacrifices have to be made — communicate well  
 Will help businesses south of Pearland on SH35 
 Toll road on SH 35 will bring people to old town Pearland 

 
Cons 
 I don’t see any added value 
 It should not be TxDOT’s decision which communities remain rural 
 No improvement to the public at large 
 Major highway never preserves/enhances area unless underground or out of sight 
 Social systems will suffer the most 
 Makes for permanent “dead zones” 
 Threatens erosion of quality of life 
 Destructive for our homes and businesses 
 All for the convenience of transients passing through, not for residents 
 Will be a detriment to the northern part by bisecting the social/community lines 
 Community not properly notified of hearings and not kept in loop 
 Emphasis placed on feedback from City Councils and not residents 
 Pearland is already divided in half and will be further divided by this plan 
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Alternative 1 (Mykawa) 
 Alternative 1 is the better choice for the entire corridor. Alternative 3 is only better for Pearland 
 Alternative 1 would preserve and enhance businesses already along SH 35 

 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid) 
 City of Brookside Village believes the Hybrid route is not in the best interest of its citizens 
 Hybrid corridor would destroy quality of life and property values of residents 
 Lakeside Estates is directly in the path of the Hybrid corridor 

 
Displacements/Property Impacts 
 Do not go through Mooreland Subdivision (Alvin) 
 *Proposed routing of E/W segment (FM 1128-CR98-CR144-CR296) will displace too many homes — use 

undeveloped ROW 
 TxDOT does not realize magnitude of impact on families when you take their home 
 TxDOT setting in place a belief system that humans don’t matter when it comes to “progress” 
 New route will have displacements of homes and impacts to schools 
 Route will impact property values and increase noise 
 Will destroy community 
 If highway through Overbook, remove all houses between railroad and Northdale 
 Impacts to schools/proposed schools along FM 1128 
 Proposal along FM 1128 will degrade social/community viability 
 New road along FM 1128 will disrupt education environment and divide neighborhoods 
 Property values will decrease in Pearland 
 Will destroy expensive Lakeside Estates 
 Pearland will be destroyed and/or divided 
 Homeowners versus commercial owners 
 West Lea neighborhood will be ruined 
 Brookside will be destroyed 
 Locating route along FM 1128 will divide Pearland and create safety impacts to several schools 

 
Environmental Impacts 
 Noise pollution will increase 
 Will trees to planted to soften noise? 
 How will it affect drainage, flood control? 
 Pollution a problem 

 
Traffic Impacts 
 Railroad grade crossing would impede local traffic in Alvin 
 Will be impacts from overpasses, entrances and exits 
 Route would split Pearland and make E/W travel more of a nightmare than it is already 

 
Suggestions 
 Sufficient open land south of CR 144 and CR 296 
 Adding commuter rail down the existing ROW would have less impacts than adding roadway miles 
 Look for better route in the area 
 Parallel the railroad tracks from IH 45 to Alvin 
 Efforts should be made to integrate toll road with E/W arteries Pearland is developing, consistent with 

overpasses being built for SH 288 at CR 58 and CR 59 
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 Project team needs to coordinate with team planning the SH 35 construction from Bay City to Angleton 
 Existing railway separates Pearland and interferes with E/W flow. Paralleling the new N/S corridor with 

railroad would enhance E/W flow  
 Commuter rail with Park and Ride lots, adding shoulders and bike routes to existing roads would greatly 

enhance community viability 
 Clean, dependable commuter rail with grade separated crossing would be safe and an asset to the 

community 
 Existing SH 35 already benefits from businesses along the route 

 

Ability to Protect the Natural Environment 
Cons/Impacts 
 All development is detrimental to the environment — no exception 
 Spending more time on the road because you are going 7-8 miles further only increases pollution 
 More lanes, more cars, and more pollution 
 Will create noise and emission pollution, road rage issues 
 Taking SH 35 through downtown Angleton along the existing ROW would cause too many displacements 

and impede the traffic with a number of lighted crossings 
 More concrete, more floods 
 Concrete will not protect environment 
 No natural environment will be left 
 Impacts existing green spaces 
 Proposed E/W segment directly adjacent to park and bird sanctuary — bird and quality of life impacts 
 Will affect migrating birds 
 Have small pond visited by unusual species of ducks and other water birds — would destroy their habitat 
 Still have small breeding population of Texas Bobwhite Quail — would destroy their habitat 
 Avoid the county park 
 Destroying natural beauty would be a shame 
 Treasure pecan trees, big lots and wild animals/birds 
 Tall freeway lights a problem 
 Cemented lanes will take away land needed for drainage 
 Retention ponds? 
 More destructive to Clear Creek due to new bridge construction; Mykawa Alt 1 has existing bridge 
 Will destroy Pearland 
 New subdivisions will be destroyed 
 Plan doesn’t affect natural environment; affects people 
 Will destroy Brookside 
 Families will lose homes 
 Destroy new ROW in Brazoria County 
 Proposed route will have negative impact on residences along FM 1128 
 Proposed route would create many impacts to Clear Creek, fields, noise, parks, schools and homes 

 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa) 
 Mykawa route is best to preserve wildlife and water 
 Alternative 1 would preserve and protect wildlife, waterways, vegetation, homes, and businesses 
 Mykawa corridor may create some issues near Sims Bayou 
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Alternative 3 (Hybrid) 
 Hybrid option will destroy large amount of land and homes and wildlife 
 Hybrid route may have impact on hardwoods north of Manvel  
 Hybrid route parallels Mustang Bayou — flood plain and drainage issues will need to be considered 
 Hybrid route will generate 46% more auto emissions because it is 5 miles longer 
 Selected route will destroy natural environment including way of life of residents 

 
 Suggestions 
 *Routing south from FM 1128/CR98 to SH 6 would reduce length and environmental impacts 
 Using existing ROW will best protect the environment 
 Adding commuter rail would have less floodplain impacts 
 Use a high speed electric or clean fuel train 
 Make park or green area between Dixie & Ridgeway beside Northdale 
 If tollway on east side of BNSF tracks in Garden Villas, will need beautification 
 Commuter rail would reduce pollution and congestion 
 Stay by already impacted area of SH 288 and SH 35 
 Widen SH 35, proposed SH 288 tollway and widen FM 518 and Cullen 
 Toll road should parallel the train track to Alvin or terminate at SH 35 in Pearland 
 Proposed route would have a much more negative effect on the environment than a railroad alignment 

alternative 
 Upgrade Telephone Road, widen and extend Mykawa, and improve SH 288 
 No reason to bring a major roadway into a pristine area when you have existing ROW available 

 
Ability to Improve Safety for the Traveling Public 
Pros 
 This new alternative will improve safety 
 A new route would help safety by reducing traffic on other roadways 
 Improved safety is only positive issue of highway 
 It will reduce traffic, accidents and aid in evacuation 
 Any controlled access road is good for safety 
 Hybrid route should improve safety 
 All 3 options contain required safety improvements 
 Will improve safety for Alvin/Angleton residents 

 
Cons 
 Changing roads, lots of twists and turns does not improve safety 
 Routing near bird sanctuary would cause bird impacts to motorists 
 Crime would increase because you are bring traffic to a new area 
 Safety of communities will decrease due to unwanted visitors 
 SH 35 tollway will separate police station from Garden Villas 
 Plan seems to have safety design flaws 
 Safety would not be improved especially for school children on FM 1128 
 Will reduce quality of life for Pearland/Brookside 
 Dangerous junction at BW 8 
 New route would create bottleneck at BW 8 and new hazards entering/exiting BW 8 
 Creates safety concerns at access locations along feeder roads 
 The route is located in areas already prone to flooding, do not make it worse
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Alternative 1 (Mykawa) 
 The straighter alternative is much safer 
 Shortest route is always the best between two points 

 
Suggestions 
 Need shoulders on SH 35, particularly portion from Howe Street to South Street in Alvin 
 Need to improve Alvin by-pass at Gordon Street intersection, very dangerous 
 Speed limit between SH 35 by-pass and Pearland HS needs to be decreased 
 Best way to improve safety is to maintain and improve what you already have 
 Greater cooperation between governmental entities would go a long way in solving drainage situations 
 Safety issues can be better addressed if we know how many interchanges there will be and their locations 
 Adding commuter rail with separated grade crossings would be safer 
 Separating traffic with railroad tracks lessens people driving the wrong way 
 Rail is best 
 Safety improved by using railroad in Pearland and Alvin 
 Will tollway have comfortable separation from railroad tracks? 
 Will curves be large enough to avoid accidents? 
 Use 288 
 Widen SH 288 corridor to 8 lanes 
 Max out all SH 288 options; center toll roads 
 Will not alleviate traffic from 288 
 Since SH 288 is designated as the evacuation route, handling truck traffic is the issue on SH 35 
 Instead of lights and sharp turns, round out the curve at FM 523 and convert to SH 35 west of Angleton 
 Better response to safety — increase funding to local law enforcement 
 Build toll bridge on to Mykawa through Pearland, cut across to SH 288 through Alvin 
 Grade separations and eliminating unnecessary mergers would improve safety 
 TxDOT already has safety data on existing SH 35 — use that to improve on existing 

 

Additional Comments 
Pros 
 We need this now 
 Aerial photographs were most informative 

 
Cons 
 I won’t live long enough to see a benefit, but I will live long enough to pay taxes 
 Saw no estimates of cost or benefit savings 
 Do not trust that TxDOT has best interest of homeowners in mind 
 Will crime increase 
 Home in Overbrook will be gone 
 Building concrete is not the answer 
 Will the homeless be living under the bridges? 
 SH 35 tollway will increase crime in Garden Villas 
 Not good for Pearland 
 FM 1128 project will drive down residential land prices 
 FM 1128 project will cause traffic to drive through Pearland instead of stopping, hurting industry 
 How will this affect our well water health? 
 Proposed roadway would divide Pearland even more 
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Concerns 
 Safety & noise primary concern 
 Concerned Hobby Airport intersections 
 Did not find Sims Bayou and CR 98 on the map 
 Want to follow this project on the internet 
 Concerned changing 4 lanes from east to west side next to Sims Bayou 
 People and way of life is important 
 Major objective is direct connection to Airport Blvd. from north and south 
 Increasing accessibility to west a priority 
 Public meeting notices should mention Mykawa Road 
 Concern with displaced homes to make room for overpasses over Sims Bayou and Airport Blvd 
 Do not impact Lakeside Estates 
 Do not impact Brookside Village 
 Preserve Avalon Terrace and Brookside at the expense of Lakeside Estates? 
 Do not use Stone Road, too many impacts 
 Disappointed to learn our officials make decisions based on frivolous information that ends up costing 

taxpayers and drivers a lot of money 
 
Alternative 1 (Mykawa) 
 Alternative 1 is the most timely, least stressful, and cheapest commute 
 Alternative 1 is a more direct route 
 City of Alvin will fully support ultimate routing selected by TxDOT, but prefers Mykawa alternative 
 City of Alvin believes total cost of Mykawa route less than cost of Hybrid—less feeder lane cost, less 

street crossings and overpasses, and shorter length 
 Alvin-Manvel Chamber of Commerce supports the “Mykawa route tollway” and the improvement planned 

for the Alvin Bypass toward Angleton. 
 City of Brookside Village prefers original Mykawa Road alternative (passed resolution 230) 
 Mykawa option will cause more traffic Bypass problems 
 Hybrid option longer and more expensive than Mykawa 
 Alternative 1 (Mykawa) comes closer to Hobby Airport 
 Alternative 1 (Mykawa) required less destruction of residential areas 
 Alternative 1 is best route — others longer, use too much gas and money to build 
 Mykawa route would bring people to the downtown Pearland area 

 
Alternative 3 (Hybrid) 
 Hybrid will destroy our communities 
 With gas prices up, Alternate 3 will be questionable 
 Oppose locating the Hybrid corridor along FM 1128 

 
Toll Road 
 How much will tolls cost to get into Houston? 
 When road is paid for, will tolls stop? 
 Alvin Bypass should NOT be a toll road 
 Turning Mykawa Road to toll road is reprehensible 
 Toll road discriminates 
 Toll road a bad idea 
 Support connecting SH 35 to SH 288 Tollway 



Meeting Summary 
Round 3 Public Meetings, August 16-17, 2005 

SH 35 Major Corridor Feasibility Study 15

 Make Cullen a toll road instead of FM 1128 
 Against FM 1128 as toll road 
 Why was FM 1128 re-surfaced and widened last year to now make a toll road? 

 
Existing ROW 
 *Opposed to TxDOT taking homes when open field ROW exists 
 Use existing SH 35 ROW and improve it 
 Follow existing SH 35 as much as possible 

 
Suggestions 
 City of Alvin suggests SH 35 “base” corridor improvements be included in study’s findings — increasing 

SH 35 between Alvin and BW 8 to eight lanes (4 toll and 4 feeder). Should be implemented as default 
route if none of the three alternatives are chosen 

 Upgrade and complete Alvin Bypass independent from decisions on SH 35 or Grand Parkway 
 More detailed studies need to be done on each alternative 
 Sidewalks need to be wheelchair-friendly on Gordon Street in Alvin 
 Increase bridge spans over Chocolate Bayou, Austin and other major waterways 
 Bigger is not always better. TxDOT should think outside the box and come up a more creative approach to 

solve problems than just constructing new roads 
 Adding high-speed, fuel efficient commuter rail should be primary goal 
 Need commuter rail to Hobby Airport 
 Fix SH 288 problem first 
 Telephone Road from BW 8 to Airport Blvd, important to access airport from west 
 Use of private vehicles will drop as gas prices go up, so commuter rail a better choice 
 Will have to widen Gulf Freeway between Spur 5 and downtown 
 We need a crossover at Fairway in Alvin 
 Don’t see need to reroute around historic district in Pearland 
 Skirt Pearland or use the tracks 
 Connect Cullen south of FM 518 
 Use SH 35 and not FM 1128 
 Pearland Parkway should be considered 
 Agree with City Council, either 4 lanes down FM 1128 or road across to SH 288 from SH 35 up SH 6 
 Prefer formalized Q&A to get the same answers 
 Make study report available at hearings and on website 
 Lost confidence in Pearland City Council 
 Do not listen to Pearland Mayor and Council 
 Widen CR 89 to cross/join FM 1128 beyond CR 101 
 TxDOT should focus on mass transit systems and not encouraging more vehicular traffic 


